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WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timety filed 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 36,37,42 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by DeCrosta et al (hereafter referred to as DeCrosta) patent 5,550,21 1 . DeCrosta 
discloses a method of cleaning/purifying elastomeric and rubber polymers for articles for 
medical and pharmaceutical use including contacting the articles with aliphatic alcohols 
and consequently discloses the corresponding apparatus/articles and method of making 
the claimed articles. This encompasses: preparation of (forming of) gaskets (i.e. seals) 
and valves employed in manufactured pharmaceutical dispensing devices (column 1, 
lines 13-23 and column 2, lines 28-32); providing an elastomeric composition that may 
be a butyl rubber or include isibutyl materials (column 3, lines 1-6 and column 5, lines 
17-22); initiating a cross-linking reaction (column 3, lines 5-10), and contacting the 
gasket or seal with an alcohol solvent to remove impurities by extraction (column 4, 
lines 14-18, 33-35, 45-47, impurities removed include residual cross-linking agents 
(column 3, lines 5-6), waxes (column 5, lines 24-26) and accelerators/process aids 
(column 1 , lines 24-27). The instant claims do not preclude the solvent being applied as 
a supercritical fluid as disclosed by DeCrosta. For claims 37,40,43 and 46 the alcohol 
may be ethanol (column 4, line 46). 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 39,40,45 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over DeCrosta in view of Thomas patent 6,234,362. Impurities removed in 
DeCrosta include residual cross-linking agents (column 3, lines 5-6), waxes (column 5, 
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lines 24-26) and accelerators/process aids (column 1 , lines 24-27) used in product 
manufacturing. 

Claims 39,40,45 and 46 differ in requiring the elastomeric rubber polymer to be 
isobutylene or co-polymer therof. Thomas teaches such at column 1 , Jines 44-54. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have selected isobutylene 
or copolymer as the elastomer used in Decrosta in view of the superior sealing 
properties and extended shelf life of products comprising isobutylene. 

Claims 38 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeCrosta in view of Cripps or newly cited Adjei et al (Adjei) patent 6,596,261 . 

Claims 38 and 44 differ from DeCrosta in requiring a compression or injection 
moulding step in the manufacture of the seal. However, Cripps teaches moulding at 
paragraph 134, as does Adjei at column 10, lines 42-62. It would have also been 
obvious to employ moulding in the manufacture of the DeCrosta seals, to enable 
efficient manufacture of the articles and to allow use of fewer components in the 
finished articles, by producing intergrally combined components. 

Claims 41 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeCrosta in view of Thomas patent 6,234,362 as applied to claims 39 and 45 
above, and further in view of Adjei or Cripps. Claims 38 and 44 differ from DeCrosta in 
requiring a compression or injection moulding step in the manufacture of the seal. 
However, Cripps teaches moulding at paragraph 134, as does Adjei at column 10, lines 
42-62. It would have also been obvious to employ moulding in the manufacture of the 
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DeCrosta seals, to enable efficient manufacture of the articles and to allow use of fewer 
components in the finished articles, by producing intergrally combined components. 

Appilicanf s arguments filed on July 29, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. It is argued that since claim 33 was not treated in the previous 
Office Action it must then be allowable. However, it is submitted that treatment of claim 
33 was overlooked by examiner oversight and is rejectable largely over the applied prior 
art of record. Claims 31-33 which contain most of the limitations of the newly filed 
claims were indicated as rejected over prior art. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Joseph Drodge at telephone number 
571-272-1 140. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 
8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Wanda Walker, can reached at 571-272-1 151. The fax 
phone number for the examining group where this application is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either private PAIR or Public 
PAIR, and through Private PAIR only for unpublished applications. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usDto.aov . Should you 
have any questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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